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Abstract

Lithium carbonate (Li2CO3) is a cornerstone material for clean energy technologies, including high-

temperature molten carbonate fuel cells, electrochemical carbon capture, and lithium-based batter-

ies. However, capturing the complex, many-body interactions governing the structure and transport

in Li2CO3, especially in its molten state, has remained a challenge, constrained by the computational

cost of ab initio methods and the accuracy limitations of classical force fields. To address this gap, we

deploy equivariant graph-based machine learned interatomic potentials, specifically, the multi atomic

cluster expansion (MACE) and neural equivariant interatomic potential (NequIP) architectures that

are trained on melt-quench ab initio molecular dynamics data. Our benchmarking demonstrates that

MACE, utilizing higher body-order message passing, provides superior transferability and precision in

predicting energies and forces compared to NequIP. Subsequently, we use the optimized MACE model

to perform large-scale molecular dynamics simulations to probe the structural and transport properties

of molten Li2CO3. Besides describing the structural features, such as the dominant presence of C-O

pair correlations under molten conditions, our MACE model also reproduces experimentally-measured

static structure factors and shear viscosity values. Further, our simulations indicate that Li+ trans-

port in Li2CO3 is fundamentally dominated by concerted motion, as evidenced by Haven’s ratios being

significantly below unity (≈ 0.20 − 0.40). Notably, we identify a temperature-driven transition from

anisotropic (and highly concerted) Li+ transport, supported by persistent oxygen-centered Voronoi cages

at 1000 K, to isotropic (and less concerted) diffusion at 1400 K. Thus, we provide fundamental insights

into the structural and transport properties of molten Li2CO3 and also demonstrate a robust and scal-

able framework for the accelerated design of molten salt electrolytes and ionic liquids for clean energy

applications.
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Introduction

Molten alkali carbonates represent a critically important class of ionic liquids with wide-ranging technological

applications in clean energy systems [1]. For example, the high-temperature ionic melts serve as electrolytes

in molten carbonate fuel cells (MCFCs), which operate at temperatures of 600- 700 °C and achieve electrical

efficiencies approaching 60%, with combined heat and power efficiencies reaching 85% [2, 3]. Among the

alkali carbonates, lithium carbonate (Li2CO3) plays a particularly prominent role due to its superior ionic

conductivity compared to sodium and potassium carbonates [4, 5]. Standard MCFC electrolytes typically

contain 62−68 mol% Li2CO3 mixed with K2CO3 or Na2CO3, with the lithium component providing enhanced

ionic transport while the secondary carbonate reduces corrosion and improves gas solubility [6,7]. Beyond fuel

cells, molten Li2CO3 has emerged as a promising medium for electrochemical CO2 capture and subsequent

conversion to valuable carbon nanomaterials, including carbon nanotubes and graphene nanocarbons, offering

a pathway for large-scale decarbonization [8, 9].

Despite their technological importance, achieving a fundamental, atomistic understanding of the structure

and dynamics of molten carbonates remains challenging. The extreme chemical reactivity of these melts at

elevated temperatures, combined with their corrosive nature, presents significant obstacles for experimental

characterization of atomic structures and transport properties [10, 11]. Experimental techniques such as X-

ray and neutron scattering can provide structural information through the static structure factor (S(q)) and

radial distribution functions (RDFs, denoted byG(r) or g(r)), while electrochemical methods and pulsed-field

gradient nuclear magnetic resonance can probe transport coefficients [12–14]. However, these measurements

are technically demanding and provide limited insight into the microscopic mechanisms governing ionic

transport, particularly the nature of correlated ionic motion that deviates from the ideal Nernst-Einstein

behavior. Resolving whether ionic transport in these melts follows a traditional, independent random-walk

model or a more complex, many-body correlated mechanism, and the local structural motifs that influence

macroscopic conductivity are essential for the optimal design of high-performance electrolytes that enhance

ionic conductivity and reduce interfacial resistance.

Beyond their importance in molten carbonate systems, lithium carbonates are also technologically rele-

vant in Li-ion batteries [15–18]. Li2CO3 is one of the dominant inorganic constituents of the solid electrolyte

interphase (SEI), where it forms crystalline and amorphous domains that govern Li+ transport across the

electrode-electrolyte interface [19–22]. The SEI stabilizes the anode by preventing continuous electrolyte

decomposition, but it also introduces additional interfacial resistance, making Li+ mobility through Li2CO3-

rich domains a critical determinant of fast-charging performance and long-term cycling stability [23–25].

The contrasting Li+ conductivities of crystalline and amorphous Li2CO3, as well as the mixed-phase and

polydomain character of realistic SEIs, highlight the broader importance of understanding Li ionic transport

in Li2CO3 across both solid and molten regimes.

Atomistic simulation provides a powerful complementary approach for elucidating the structure-property

relationships in molten salts. Classical molecular dynamics (MD) simulations based on empirical force fields,

such as rigid-ion or polarizable shell models, have been widely employed to study molten carbonates [26–28].

While computationally efficient, these classical potentials often struggle to accurately capture the complex

many-body interactions and polarization effects that are critical in ionic systems. Ab initio molecular

dynamics (AIMD) based on density functional theory (DFT) offers quantum mechanical accuracy but is

computationally prohibitive for accessing the long time scales (hundreds of picoseconds to nanoseconds) and

large system sizes (thousands of atoms) required for converged transport properties and proper sampling of

the liquid structure [29, 30]. This fundamental trade-off between accuracy and computational efficiency has
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motivated the development of machine learned interatomic potentials (MLIPs) that can achieve near-DFT

accuracy at a fraction of the computational cost of AIMD simulations.

Various MLIP architectures have been successfully applied to molten salts and related systems, including

neural network potentials, Gaussian approximation potentials (GAP), moment tensor potentials (MTP),

and deep potential molecular dynamics (DeepMD) [31–36]. Similar successes have been reported for diverse

molten salt chemistries relevant to energy conversion, nuclear applications, and high-temperature electro-

chemical technologies [34, 37, 38]. Recently, MLIPs have also been used for characterizing ionic transport

across amorphous materials and their interfaces in battery systems [39,40]. So far, equivariant MLIPs have

not been used to probe the transport and local structure motifs in molten Li2CO3.

Recent advances in equivariant neural network architectures have further improved the accuracy and data

efficiency of MLIPs. For example, E(3)-equivariant graph-based neural networks, which explicitly include

the symmetries of three-dimensional space (i.e., translations, rotations, and reflections), along with message

passing, provide a better representation of atomic environments compared to invariant neural networks [41,

42]. Specifically, the neural equivariant interatomic potential (NequIP) architecture employs E(3)-equivariant

convolutions to describe geometric tensors, achieving high accuracy with remarkable data efficiency that

outperforms invariant approaches with up to three orders of magnitude fewer training data [43]. Building

upon NequIP, the multi atomic cluster expansion (MACE) architecture introduces higher body-order message

passing, enabling the capture of many-body interactions (typically up to four-body terms). By explicitly

accounting for such many-body interactions, MACE is uniquely positioned to resolve the subtle, concerted

ion-ion interactions that govern transport in molten carbonates—features that are often missed by traditional

invariant potentials [44,45]. Given the utility in incorporating equivariance, message passing and many-body

interactions (in MACE), both NequIP and MACE have been successfully applied to challenging systems,

such as, ionic liquids, water, amorphous solids, and complex molecular systems [40,46–51].

In this work, we construct and assess equivariant MLIPs and subsequently probe the structural and

transport properties in molten Li2CO3. We construct the MLIPs based on AIMD training data, with

training configurations sampling melt–quench trajectories at 1500 K and 1250 K, resulting in 3600 and 1988

structures, respectively. To assess model fidelity against AIMD and available experimental data, we use RDFs

and S(q) as metrics. We train both the MACE and NequIP architectures on our dataset, from scratch, and

identify MACE to be the best model based on the train and test mean absolute errors (MAEs) across energies

and forces. Additionally, we evaluate the medium-sized MACE-MP-0 model [52], a foundational pre-trained

MLIP without fine-tuning, to benchmark structural accuracy. Using the best-performing potential, i.e.,

MACE architecture trained from scratch, simply referred to as MACE in the remainder on the text, we

perform long time-scale MD simulations to compute macroscopic transport properties, including the shear

viscosity and Li+ self-diffusion coefficients.

Importantly, we find the activation energy of Li+ diffusion (Ea), calculated based on an Arrhenius fit of

Li+ diffusivities over temperatures to be 1.287 eV, which is consistent with prior molten-salt literature [25].

Our analysis of ionic trajectories reveals distinct temperature-dependent diffusion mechanisms. For example,

at 1400 K, Li+ exhibit continuous migration through the molten carbonate network, while at 1000 K transient

trapping events emerge, wherein Li+ oscillate between nearby carbonate coordination cages before escaping.

Large-scale simulations enabled by the optimized MACE potential further show that Li-ion transport in

molten Li2CO3 is fundamentally collective, with Haven’s ratio (HR) values significantly below unity (HR ∼
0.20–0.40). Finally, we identify a temperature-driven transition from anisotropic transport at 1000 K to

isotropic diffusion at 1400 K, demonstrating the ability of equivariant MLIPs to resolve complex transport
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behavior across different molten carbonate regimes. We hope that our work is a useful contribution in the

optimal design of molten salt electrolytes for MCFCs and related applications.

Dataset Generation and Optimized MLIPs

Figure 1 summarizes the overall workflow of this study, including AIMD-based data generation, MLIP

training and validation, and subsequent molten-phase simulations performed using the optimized model. To

develop and evaluate MLIPs for molten-Li2CO3, we generated a dataset using AIMDmelt-quench simulations

[53,54] on a 2× 2× 2 supercell (192 atoms) of the crystalline Li2CO3 structure that was obtained from the

inorganic crystal structure database (ICSD [55]). We applied stepwise heating initially from 0 K to 500 K,

subsequently from 500 K to 1000 K, and finally from 1000 K to 1500 K, with each heating step conducted

over 5 ps followed by 2 ps of equilibration. The choice of 1500 K as the highest temperature in our heating

simulations is motivated by the fact that Li2CO3 melts at 996 K [56]. Subsequently, we quenched the

equilibrated structure at 1500 K to 1000 K, in steps of 250 K at a quench rate of 83.33 K/ps. For training,

we sampled configurations from AIMD trajectories at 1500 K (accounting for 3600 structures sampled over

7.2 ps) and at 1250 K (1988 structures sampled over 3.98 ps), with the training data collected after the

initial 2 ps of equilibration at each temperature.

AIMD melt quench

Energy, Forces, Stresses

Check error
convergence

and
hyperparameter

tuning
Valida�on dataset

Trained MACE model

Training MLIP

AIMD database

AIMD

Crystalline

Molten
carbonate

Validate on test set

90%

10%

Final MACE model

Perform the larger-size and longer-�me-scale simula�onsCapturing local environment, viscosity, diffusivity, correla�on of mo�on

Check stability of
poten�al energy

surface

Figure 1: Workflow for dataset generation and MLIP training (for MACE) employed in this work. We employ
AIMD melt-quench simulations both for training and hyperparameter optimization. The accuracy and
transferability of the trained MLIP are evaluated using independent test configurations. After validation, the
optimized MACE model is deployed for long time-scale and large system-size MD simulations to characterize
transport properties of molten-Li2CO3.

We trained both NequIP and MACE models using the dataset generated from the AIMD melt-quench

simulations. We performed training and hyperparameter optimization on the AIMD-derived training dataset,

by creating a 90:10 train:validation split of the dataset. The list of optimal hyperparameters that were chosen

to minimize errors on the validation set for both models are listed in Tables S1 and S2 of the supporting

information (SI). To ensure a fair comparison, we set the equivariance level of both models to one (i.e.,

Lmax = 1). We evaluated the performance of both models using MAEs across both total energies and

atomic forces. We used two separate test datasets to evaluate the transferability of the trained MLIPs: (i)

configurations from AIMD, post quench, at 1000 K, and (ii) mechanically strained structures of crystalline-

Li2CO3, including homogeneous volumetric strain (±2%, ±5%, ±10%), uniaxial strain (±2%, ±5%, ±10%),

and shear strain (2%, 5%, 10%). To verify that the sampled configurations correspond to the molten phase
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of Li2CO3, we computed the RDFs for all relevant atomic pairs (G(r)), namely O-O, Li-Li, C-O, Li-O, C-C,

and Li-C.

DFT and MD calculations

We utilized the Vienna ab initio simulation package [57,58] with projector augmented wave potentials [59] to

perform all spin-polarized DFT and AIMD calculations. We used the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof functional-

ization of the generalized gradient approximation [60] to account for the electronic exchange and correlation.

We applied a kinetic energy cutoff of 520 eV, and sampled the irreducible Brillouin zone using Γ-centered

Monkhorst-Pack k-point meshes with a density of at least 32/Å [61]. We relaxed the as-obtained crystalline

Li2CO3 structure (from the ICSD) by optimizing the cell volume, cell shape, and atomic positions without

imposing symmetry constraints before performing AIMD simulations and generating the strained structure

dataset. We set the convergence criteria for total energy and atomic forces to 10−5 eV and |0.03| eV/Å,
respectively. For generating the strained structure dataset, we deformed the DFT-relaxed Li2CO3 lattice

with the corresponding amount of strain and evaluated the total energy using a single self-consistent field

calculation (with energy convergence set to 10−5 eV) without any further relaxation of the structure.

We performed AIMD simulations on a 2× 2× 2 supercell of Li2CO3, corresponding to 192 atoms, using

a 2 fs time step to ensure accuracy and efficiency. We did classical MD simulations with our trained MACE

model using the large scale atomic/molecular massively parallel simulator (LAMMPS) [62]. We employed a

2 fs time step for the classical MD simulations and used a 4 × 4 × 4 supercell containing 1536 atoms. All

AIMD and MD runs employed the NVT ensemble with a Nosé-Hoover thermostat [63], the ‘SMASS’ tag set

to 0, and the velocity-Verlet integration scheme [64]. For MD simulations with the MACE model trained

from scratch, we equilibrated the structures in the NVT ensemble for 10 ps, followed by 700 ps of production

runs to estimate diffusivities at 1500 K, 1400 K, 1300 K, 1250 K and 1000 K. The variations in potential

energy (in eV), as estimated by MACE during the 10 ps equilibration period, at 1000 K, 1250 K, 1300 K,

and 1400 K are shown in Figure S3.

Estimation of diffusivity, ionic correlation, and viscosity

In molten Li2CO3, ionic conductivity (σ) and diffusivity (D(c)) of any species, such as Li+, are connected

through the Nernst-Einstein (NE) relation as,

σ =
q2 cD(c)

kBT
(1)

where q, c, kB, and T represent the ion’s charge (+1 in case of Li+), the ion’s concentration, the Boltzmann

constant, and temperature, respectively. While the NE relation provides an estimate of σ assuming uncor-

related ionic motion, molten salts generally exhibit strong many-body interactions, leading to significant

correlations. Therefore, the calculated σ from NE can systematically deviate from the true σ, with the

correlation effects requiring further quantitative analysis, such as using HR [65]. D(c) in the NE framework

describes the ionic flux according to Fick’s first law [66] and can be expressed as Dc = ΘDJ , where Θ is the

thermodynamic factor. The jump diffusivity (DJ [67, 68]) measures the mean squared displacement of the

center-of-mass of the mobile ions (denoted as ’MSCD’ in our work), thus capturing cross-correlations among
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individual ionic hops over time. Mathematically, DJ is defined as,

DJ = lim
t→∞

 1

2dt

1

N

(
N∑
i=1

ri(t)

)2
 (2)

where d, t, and N represent the dimensionality of the diffusion process, time, and number of mobile ions,

respectively. ri(t) indicates the displacement of the ith ion over t.

On the other hand, the tracer diffusivity (D∗) tracks the motion of individual ions thereby not account-

ing explicitly for any cross-correlations among their motion. Specifically, D∗ quantifies the mean squared

displacement (MSD) that is averaged over N and t and is mathematically defined as,

D∗ = lim
t→∞

[
1

2dt

1

N

N∑
i=1

[ri(t)]
2

]
(3)

Note that DJ and D∗ can be obtained from the slopes of the linear regimes of MSCD and MSD values,

respectively, with respect to t [67]. Finally, HR is defined as the ratio of D∗ and DJ as,

HR =
D∗

DJ
(4)

Thus, HR provides insight into how cross-correlations alter the overall ionic mobility. If a system exhibits

completely uncorrelated ionic motion, HR = 1. In systems with significant ion–ion interactions, HR deviates

from 1, indicating the presence of cross-correlation. Note that in molten Li2CO3, we do expect cross-

correlation effects to be significant since Li+ transport does not occur in isolation and is often influenced by

the rearrangements in the carbonate network and the local charge neutrality.

Due to the limited total simulation time (ttot) in both AIMD and classical MD, MSD data often exhibits

noise, leading to fluctuations in the estimated slope versus t. To reduce this statistical variability, we

employed the total mean-squared displacement (TMSD, Equation 5), which averages the MSD over multiple

time intervals (∆t), following the approach of He et al. [67].

TMSD(∆t) =

N∑
i=1

[
1

N∆t

ttot−∆t∑
t=0

|ri(t+∆t)− ri(t)|2
]

(5)

Here, N∆t denotes the number of possible time intervals of duration ∆t. D∗ is subsequently determined

from the slope of MSD versus ∆t, subject to ranges of ∆t values for which MSD behaves linearly.

D∗ =
MSD(∆t)

2d∆t
(6)

where MSD(∆t) = TMSD(∆t)/N . A similar approach can be used for estimating DJ as well [67]. In this

work, we set ∆t = 50 ps for all diffusivity calculations because it provides a sufficiently long window to access

diffusive behavior while maintaining adequate averaging statistics within the total trajectory length (ttot =

700 ps). Also, the MSD exhibits linear scaling with ∆t in this regime. We used the DiffusionAnalyzer

class of pymatgen [69,70] for post-processing our AIMD and classical MD calculations and determining DJ ,

D∗ and HR.

Finally, in an ideal transport regime, where ionic hops occur with uniform frequency and are unaffected

by local compositional fluctuations or structural heterogeneity, the overall diffusion coefficient (DJ or D∗,
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denoted as D below) takes the Arrhenius form,

D = D0 exp

(
− Ea

kBT

)
(7)

The pre-exponential factor D0 encapsulates parameters such as the hop distance, the atomic vibrational

frequency, the available diffusion-carrier concentration, the correlation factor (which describes deviations

from random walk), and the geometric factor (connectivity of pathways). The activation energy (Ea) for

migration, a material-specific property, governs D exponentially and can be extracted from the slope of lnD

versus 1/T . Although D may depend on correlation and geometric factor, Ea is typically the dominant

rate-limiting parameter and therefore a key quantity for assessing ionic transport performance.

For the calculation of the shear viscosity (η), we equilibrated the Li2CO3 system in the NVT ensemble for

50 ps, and collected the stress components collected during a 30 ps production run. Note that the viscosity

is related to the time integral of the autocorrelation function of the off-diagonal stress-tensor components,

within the Green-Kubo formalism [71,72], as,

η =
V

3kBT

∫ ∞

0

[⟨Pxy(0)Pxy(t)⟩+ ⟨Pxz(0)Pxz(t)⟩+ ⟨Pyz(0)Pyz(t)⟩] dt. (8)

Here, V is the simulation cell volume, kB is the Boltzmann constant, T is the temperature. Pαβ represent

the off-diagonal components of the pressure or stress tensor, where αβ = xy, xz, or yz. The angular brackets

denote averaging over time.

Model comparison

To identify the best performing model, among NequIP and MACE, we compared the performance of both

models on the training, validation, and test datasets. The parity plots for the MACE (panel a) and NequIP

(panel b) models on the test AIMD dataset at 1000 K are shown in Figure S1, while Figure S2 (panel a for

MACE and panel b for NequIP) displays the corresponding results for the strained structures (test) dataset.

For NequIP, the training energy MAE is 1.3 meV/atom and the validation energy MAE is 0.3 meV/atom.

The corresponding force MAEs are 22.4 meV/Å and 0.31 meV/Å for the training and validation sets,

respectively. In contrast, the MACE model exhibits superior accuracy, achieving training and validation

energy MAEs of 0.1 meV/atom and force MAEs of 2.4 meV/Å and 3.3 meV/Å, respectively.

Evaluation on the independent test dataset at 1000 K further highlights the higher accuracy and im-

proved transferability of the MACE model, with energy and force MAEs of 0.2 meV/atom and 0.17 meV/Å,

respectively, compared to 2.6 meV/atom and 18.1 meV/Å for the NequIP model. For mechanically strained

test structures, the MACE model achieves MAEs of 6.8 meV/atom for energies and 13.16 meV/Å for forces,

while NequIP yields higher errors, with energy and force MAEs of 21.08 meV/atom and 24.49 meV/Å,

respectively. These results collectively demonstrate the enhanced accuracy and transferability of the MACE

model compared to NequIP across the diverse evaluation scenarios considered. Accordingly, we employ the

optimized MACE model for all subsequent large-scale and long time-scale MD simulations of molten Li2CO3.

Structural properties of molten Li2CO3

We used RDFs and S(q) to characterize the structural properties of molten Li2CO3. Note that S(q) plays

a particularly important role, as it is directly accessible via experimental techniques such as X-ray and
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neutron scattering. We examine the RDFs of all atomic pairs to resolve the short- and medium-range

structural ordering within Li2CO3, as compiled in Figure 2. Note that we compiled RDFs of crystalline

Li2CO3 (calculated with DFT), and molten Li2CO3 (above 1000 K, calculated with MACE) in Figure 2,

with some complimentary RDF data generated by AIMD and MACE compiled in Figures S4 and S5. The

predicted RDFs by the NequIP and MACE-MP-0 models are provided in Figures S7-S9).

For crystalline Li2CO3 (Figure 2a), the DFT-calculated RDFs exhibit sharp and well-defined peaks, with

distinct peaks appearing over long distances reflecting the presence of long-range periodicity in the lattice.

After melt-quench to 1000 K and subsequent heating to 1500 K (with MACE, panels b-d of Figure 2),

the RDF peaks progressively broaden and decrease in intensity with increasing temperature, indicating

a gradual loss of long-range structural order and increased configurational disorder in the molten state.

Indeed, the atomic configurations reveal a distinct progression from a periodic network of well-defined Li-O

polyhedra in the crystalline phase (Figure 2a) to a fully disordered molten structure (Figure 2d), wherein

the Li-centered coordination environments become increasingly distorted and non-uniform. We observe an

exception to the trend of broadening RDF peaks for the C-O pair (cyan peak), where we find only a marginal

reduction in the height of the first coordination peak, even at 1500 K. The lack of significant changes in

the C-O peak highlights the strong covalent character of the C-O bond that preserves the planar carbonate

geometry irrespective of temperature. Note that although the carbonate units remain locally intact across

all temperatures, their orientations become progressively random with increasing temperature, resulting in

the loss of medium- and long-range structural order.

At 1000 K (Figure 2b and Figure S4a), both MACE and AIMD calculations show pronounced ordering

in Li2CO3, with a strong C-O peak at ∼1 Å, followed by additional peaks at ∼4 Å and ∼6 Å, although these

higher-order peaks are significantly reduced in intensity compared to the crystalline state. Beyond ∼6 Å,

no sharp peaks are observed, consistent with the loss of long-range periodicity. The Li-O pairs (green) also

show significant peak broadening beyond ∼2 Å, while Li-C pairs (black) retain some medium-range ordering.

Further, we compare the C-O RDF predicted by the DeepMD model of Dina et al. [73] at 1043.15 K with our

MACE data at 1000 K, and find that we accurately reproduce the peak positions and broadening observed

by the authors at ∼1.5 Å and ∼4 Å (see Figure S6). This agreement with literature data demonstrates

that both models capture the local structural features of molten Li2CO3 reasonably well.

Upon increasing the temperature to 1300 K (Figure 2c, the Li-C, C-O, C-C (magenta), and Li-O

peaks begin to develop shoulders and further broaden, particularly beyond ∼3 Å, ∼6 Å, ∼5 Å, and ∼4 Å,

respectively. This progressive broadening confirms that the melt structure becomes increasingly disordered

with temperature. At 1500 K (Figure 2d and Figure S4c), the Li-O peak at ∼2 Å, and the Li-C peak

at ∼3 Å show reduced intensity accompanied by pronounced shoulder formation. We do not observe any

discernible peaks beyond ∼6 Å, confirming the complete loss of long-range order and the molten state of

Li2CO3.

Compared to AIMD data at 1500 K (Figure S4c), the MACE model exhibits similar RDFs (Figure 2d)

except a marginally more pronounced shoulder broadening for the Li-C peak at ∼3 Å and a reduced broad-

ening for the C-O and C-C peaks at ∼4 Å and ∼5 Å, respectively. On the other hand, the NequIP and

MACE-MP-0 models correctly identify the peak positions in their predicted RDFs but fail to accurately

reproduce the extent of peak broadening observed in AIMD across all temperatures (Figures S7-S9). Nev-

ertheless, both NequIP and MACE-MP-0 successfully capture the melting of Li2CO3 above 1000 K, as

evidenced by the complete loss of structural ordering beyond ∼6 Å.

We calculated the total RDF (g(r)) for molten Li2CO3 at different temperatures to further examine the

8



(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 2: Representative atomic configurations (left panels) and corresponding RDFs (G(r); right panels) of
Li2CO3 at different temperatures. Panel a corresponds to crystalline Li2CO3 at 0 K relaxed using DFT, while
the remaining panels show G(r) for molten configurations generated using the optimized MACE potential
at 1000 K, 1300 K, and 1500 K. Blue, red, green, magenta, cyan, and black curves correspond to G(r) of
O-O, Li-Li, Li-O, C-C, C-O, and Li-C pairs, respectively.
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evolution of the Li2CO3 structure, as compiled in Figure S10. In the range of 2− 4 Å, the peaks exhibit a

gradual shift and reduced peak intensity towards larger r values with increasing temperature, indicating a

loss of short range order in the structure. At distances beyond ∼6 Å, the peaks become progressively broad

and diminished at high temperatures (e.g., 1500 K), ultimately converging to g(r) ≈ 1, which signifies the

complete loss of long range order in the molten state.

0 2 4 6 8 10
q (Å 1)

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

S(
q)

AIMD (1500 K)
MACE (1500 K)

Figure 3: S(q) for molten Li2CO3 at 1500 K, as calculated using AIMD (red) and MACE (black).

As an additional validation of the structures generated by our MACE model, we calculate the S(q) at

1500 K and compare that with the AIMD data in Figure 3. The S(q) predictions from the NequIP and

MACE-MP-0 models at 1500 K are provided in Figure S11. The detailed methodology used to compute

S(q) follows previous studies [12,74], with the necessary parameters compiled in Table S3. To further test

the scalability and the accuracy of the MACE model, we benchmark the predictions by MACE at 1500 K in

2× 2× 2 and 4× 4× 4 supercells of the Li2CO3 structure (Figure S13).

Importantly, the high degree of overlap between the AIMD (red) and the MACE (black) S(q) curves in

Figure 3 indicates that the MACE model successfully reproduces S(q) and accurately captures the correct

peak intensities as well. Additionally, we compare the MACE predictions for molten Li2CO3 at 1000 K

with experimental S(q) at 1013 K (see Figure S12) [13, 14] and observe remarkable similarities between

the MACE predicted and experimental S(q) profiles, with minor deviations occurring beyond ∼5 Å−1. In

the case of NequIP and MACE-MP-0, both models mostly capture the correct peak positions and peak

broadening in S(q) compared to AIMD, with deviations in the regions of ∼2.5 Å−1, 4.5 Å−1 and 6 Å−1,

whereas MACE only shows deviations around 6 Å−1.
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Transport properties in Li2CO3

1000 1050 1100 1150 1200 1250 1300
Temperature (K)

2
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Dina et al.
Experimental
MACE-SCRATCH
Classical Model

Figure 4: Viscosity of Li2CO3 (in units of centipoise or cP) as a function of temperature. Values predicted
by the MACE-model (green) are compared with experimental data (orange), DeepMD model results (blue),
and a classical force field (pink).

Given the crucial role that η plays in the flow of any molten medium, we compare the MACE-computed η

at different temperatures with those from experimental [5] and computational [73, 75] studies in Figure 4.

We also summarize the MACE-computed η in Table S4. Importantly, the η values predicted by our

MACE model (green diamonds in Figure 4) closely match the experimental trends (orange triangles [5]),

and significantly outperform the DeepMD model (blue squares [73]) in terms of reproducing experimental

observations. Also, predictions from a classical parameterized force field [75] overestimates the experimental

η at 1100 K. Thus, our optimized MACE model is able to reproduce experimental trends in η accurately

compared to other computational models.

We obtain the D∗ of Li+ in Li2CO3 using long time-scale and large-system MD simulations, done with

the MACE potential at various temperatures, and plot the results in Figure 5. The overall averaged

MSD of individual Li+ combining the ionic displacements along all three Cartesian directions, as a function

of ∆t, is presented in Figure 5a, with the yellow, blue, green, pink, and red curves indicating 1500 K,

1400 K, 1300 K, 1250 K, and 1000 K, respectively. Figure 5b plots the D∗ (denoted simply as ’D’ in the

figure) at individual temperatures, obtained from the MSD-∆t slopes in panel a, with the color of the dots
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matching the colors used in panel a. The bottom and top x-axes of Figure 5b correspond to 1000/T and

T , respectively, with the slope (dashed black line) proportional to the Ea. The raw MSD-t curves containing

the direction-dependent MSD of Li, at different temperatures, are compiled in Figures S14 and S15.

(a) (b)

Figure 5: a) Mean-squared displacement (MSD) as a function of ∆t, obtained from 700 ps MACE-MD
simulations. Data are shown for five temperatures: 1500 K (yellow), 1400 K (blue), 1300 K (green), 1250 K
(pink), and 1000 K (red). (b) Arrhenius representation of the diffusion coefficient, plotted as logD (with D
in cm2/s) versus 1000/T . Symbols are color-coded according to panel (a), and the dashed black line indicates
the linear fit.

At all temperatures, the MSD increases linearly with ∆t, indicating diffusive behavior. Based on the

MSD data, we calculate the Li+ D∗ in molten Li2CO3 to be 8.38×10−7 cm2/s at 1000 K, 2.13×10−5 cm2/s

at 1250 K, 3.47× 10−5 cm2/s at 1300 K, 8.51× 10−5 cm2/s at 1400 K, and 9.53× 10−5 cm2/s at 1500 K, as

plotted in Figure 5b. The Arrhenius fit of D∗ with T yields an activation energy of Ea = 1.287 eV, with

an R2 score of 0.98. For comparison, earlier studies reported Ea ∼ 1.34 eV [25] in molten Li2CO3, while

diffusion studies in bulk crystalline phases reported migration barriers in the range of 0.23 − 0.49 eV [76].

The estimated statistical uncertainty, D∗ ± σ, as obtained via block-averaging of MSD-based diffusivities is

summarized in Table S5.

Figure S16 shows the temperature-dependent MSCD data, as a function of ∆t for molten Li2CO3

(panel a) and the corresponding HR (panel b), as extracted from MACE MD simulations on a 4 × 4 × 4

supercell over 200 ps at 1000 K, 1300 K, and 1400 K. Importantly, HR remains well below unity even at

high temperatures, with values of 0.40 at 1400 K, 0.31 at 1300 K, and 0.20 at 1000 K, indicating that Li-ion

transport in molten Li2CO3 is fundamentally strongly correlated. Particularly, a HR of 0.20 (at 1000 K)

indicates a significant departure from the ideal Nernst-Einstein behavior, signifying concerted migration

as the dominant transport mechanism compared to uncorrelated site-to-site hopping of Li-ions. Note that

the extent of correlated Li+ motion in molten Li2CO3 is not immediately apparent from D∗ estimates

of Figure 5a and requires explicit calculations of MSCD and HR. Within the ionic diffusion framework

proposed by He et al. [77], such concerted migration events typically arise when ions in high-energy sites hop

downhill, thereby causing a possible reduction in the effective energy barrier for neighboring ions that move

uphill.

Additionally, we find that molten Li2CO3 exhibits pronounced directional anisotropy in Li+ D∗, as

revealed by the direction-dependent MSD curves at lower temperatures (Figures S14 and S15). For
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example, at 1000 K, the c-axis of molten Li2CO3 supports faster Li transport (D∗
c > D∗

b > D∗
a, Figure S15),

whereas at 1400 K the three components converge to similar values (Figure S14b), reflecting a transition

towards isotropic diffusion at elevated temperatures. Our analysis of the transient oxygen-centered Voronoi

cages (i.e., regions of space closer to oxygen than other ions) in molten Li2CO3, through which Li+ migrate

(Figure S17), also supports the notion of anisotropic Li+ motion at lower temperatures. For instance, at

1000 K (Figure S17a), the c-axis displays markedly smaller fluctuations in the oxygen-centered Voronoi cage

volumes, compared to the a and b axes, which indicates a more persistent local topology that preferentially

facilitates Li+ transport along the c-axis. On the other hand, at 1400 K (Figure S17b), the cage volume

fluctuations are similar along all three crystallographic directions consistent with isotropic Li+ transport.

To further understand the concerted nature of Li+ motion, we visualize the unwrapped trajectories

of representative Li+ motion in molten Li2CO3 in Figure 6, over 350 ps, at 1400 K (panel a) and at

1000 K (panel b). We unwrap the trajectory of motion across periodic images to improve visualization

and interpretation of ionic motion. We employ a rainbow color map as a temporal marker, where blue and

red denote the initial (t=0 ps) and final (t=350 ps) positions, respectively, of the ions. Importantly, the

continuous nature of the Li+ trajectories at 1400 K (Figure 6a) reflects the extensive migration of ions

through the molten carbonate environment and signifies lower correlation among Li+ motion. In contrast,

the black circles at 1000 K (Figure 6b) highlight regions where Li+ temporarily oscillate between nearby

carbonate coordination sites (or cages), indicating transient trapping events before continuing its migration

through the molten environment. Thus, the nature of the Li+ concerted motion undergoes a significant

change from 1000 K to 1400 K, which is also reflected in the increase in HR from 0.2 at 1000 K to 0.40 at

1400 K (Figure S16b) and the increasing isotropy of Li+ motion (Figures S14b and S15) with increasing

temperatures.

The MACE-calculated RDFs further support our observations on the transient trapping of Li+ at lower

temperatures. For example, we observe pronounced Li-C peaks at ∼ 3 Å and ∼ 5 Å, while the Li-O exhibits

a strong peak at ∼ 3 Å at 1000 K (Figure 2b). Notably, both the Li-C and Li-O peaks appear sharper at

1000 K than at 1400 K (Figure S5b), indicating a more ‘ordered’ local coordination environment and lower

thermal disorder at 1000 K compared to 1400 K. Also, the sharper Li-C and Li-O peaks at 1000 K (than

at 1400 K) suggest that Li+ experience stronger coordination with nearby carbonate groups, reflecting the

possibility of (transient) trapping of Li+ by the neighboring carbonate groups.

For elucidating the dynamic correlation among the Li-ions, we analyze the self (Gs(r, t)) and distinct

(Gd(r, t)) parts of the van Hove correlation function at 1500 K, 1250 K, and 1000 K (Figure S18). While

Gs(r, t) characterizes the displacement statistics of individual ions and is directly related to the MSD,

Gd(r, t) probes the relative motion and spatial correlations between distinct ions. At 1500 K, we observe

bright horizontal bands in Gd(r, t) that rapidly decay in intensity over a 2.5 ps window, consistent with

liquid-like motion. In contrast, the horizontal bands at 1250 K and 1000 K remain sharper and persist for

longer timescales, particularly in the 2-6 Å range, indicating stronger transient order and more concerted

motion, consistent with our previous observations in Figures 6, S14-S17. We further calculate the ionic

conductivity (κ), as obtained from the Nernst- Einstein relation, plot it as a function of temperature in

Figure S19, and compare the resultant activation energy with experimental data [5].

Discussion

In this work, we employed two equivariant graph-based MLIPs, NequIP and MACE, to understand the

structure and Li-ion dynamics in molten Li2CO3, with broad applications in MCFCs and batteries. We
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Figure 6: (a) Unwrapped diffusion trajectories of representative Li+ in molten Li2CO3 at 1400 K (panel a)
and at 1000 K (panel b) over 350 ps. The rainbow color map traces an ion’s motion from blue (t = 0 ps) to
red (t = 350 ps), depicting the temporal evolution of its path. The black circles at 1000 K mark regions of
localized Li motion due to transient trapping by neighboring carbonate groups.

trained both MLIPs on ab initio melt-quench trajectories consisting of 3600 structures at 1500 K and 1988

structures at 1250 K (Figure 1). Notably, we found MACE to be the best-performing model, given its low

errors on the test set (Figures S1 and S2), as quantified by energy and force errors of 0.2 meV/atom and

0.17 meV/Å, respectively, on the 1000 K trajectory test set. Notably, our trained MACE model exhibited

better performance than the foundational MACE-MP-0 model (without any fine-tuning) on our dataset.

While fine-tuning MACE-MP-0 is a feasible strategy to accelerate MD simulations of specific systems, we
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trained the MACE architecture from scratch in our work to bias the model towards maximal accuracy

towards the Li2CO3 system.

Remarkably, our best-performing MACE model requires only two message-passing layers, while the best-

performing NequIP model requires five layers (Figure S21), indicating the efficiency of the MACE model

in learning the contributions of local bonding features to the overall potential energy surface. [47] In our

benchmarking, we fixed the equivariant message-passing order to Lmax = 1 for both models to ensure a

consistent comparison. However, NequIP did not achieve our optimal MACE model’s accuracy even when

increasing the equivariant order to Lmax = 2, indicating the superior featurization of the local geometry and

the utility of including higher body-order interactions by the MACE architecture.

Given that training both models typically requires GPU acceleration, we trained the models using a

single NVIDIA V100 GPU. Subsequently, the optimized MACE model was able to simulate 760 ps of molten

Li2CO3 containing 1536 atoms within 24 hours on a NVIDIA A100 GPU. For comparison, our previous

study showed that the invariant MTP model, which is not based on graph networks, was easier to train and

remained more computationally efficient for MD simulations on CPUs [39, 78]. Although MACE achieved

higher accuracy than NequIP in our benchmarking, it was approximately five times slower to train than

NequIP with a single GPU (Figure S21). In CPU-based MD simulations of a 192-atom system using

16 threads on a single core, MACE was also significantly slower (≈ 10×) than NequIP, highlighting the

superior CPU performance of NequIP for production-scale MD (Figure S22). Thus, our computational

speed benchmarks on both CPUs and GPUs is further indicative of the speed-accuracy trade-off that users

have to optimize for in training equivariant models, which also depends on the choice of hyperparameters

and the specific system itself.

We characterized the structural properties of molten Li2CO3 using RDFs and S(q) across multiple temper-

atures (Figures 2 and 3). AIMD simulations reveal a progressive loss of medium- and long-range structural

order with increasing temperature, while the strong covalent C–O bonding motif remains intact throughout

the melt. The MACE model reproduces both the RDFs and S(q) with high fidelity, against both AIMD

and experimental data (Figures S4, S11, and S12) by accurately capturing the temperature dependence

of peak positions and widths, and remains consistent upon scaling to larger system sizes. Furthermore, we

computed the shear viscosity using MACE, which closely matches with available experimental measurements

(Figure 4), demonstrating that the model can faithfully recover critical properties of molten Li2CO3.

Analysis of Li+ transport indicated that Li-ion diffusion in molten Li2CO3 proceeds via highly correlated

motion, as evidenced by HR ≪ 1 over all temperatures (Figure S16). While the extent of correlated motion

is not immediately apparent from D∗ estimates (Figure 5), the resultant Ea are in agreement with previous

simulations [25]. Notably, direction-dependent decomposition of Li+ MSDs (Figures S14 and S15) reveal

a pronounced transport anisotropy at 1000 K (with Li+ diffusion preferred along the c-axis) and subsequent

transition to a fully isotropic regime at 1400 K. Our visualization of the unwrapped Li+ trajectories over

350 ps supports the notion of concerted motion and directional anisotropy, as indicated by transient trapping

of Li+ by carbonate cages at 1000 K (Figure 6). The directional anisotropy of Li+ motion can also be linked

to fewer oxygen-centered Voronoi cage fluctuations along the c-axis at 1000 K (reflecting persistent topologies

that favor directional Li+ transport) compared to 1400 K (Figure S17). Further, analysis of the van Hove

correlation function points to a higher degree of dynamic correlation at 1000 K compared to liquid-like

uncorrelated motion at 1500 K (Figure S18). Thus, it is clear that the extent of correlation among Li+

motion in molten Li2CO3 is highly temperature dependent and tends to reduce with increasing temperatures.

Although longer simulations and additional temperature sampling would improve statistical accuracy, our
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calcuted MACE MD trajectories already exhibit clear temperature-dependent diffusion regimes, enabling

reliable estimation of transport properties.

Conclusion

In summary, we have performed a comprehensive atomistic investigation of the structure and transport prop-

erties of molten Li2CO3 using equivariant MLIPs, namely MACE and NequIP. Our initial benchmarking

demonstrated that the MACE model provided superior accuracy and transferability compared to NequIP

and the foundational MACE-MP-0 models, based on independent test set evaluations. The structural prop-

erties predicted by our optimized MACE model, such as the persistence of the C-O pair correlation even

upon melting based on RDFs and S(q), show remarkable agreement with experimental and ab initio data.

Also, our shear viscosity estimates in molten Li2CO3 are closer to experimental values than previous com-

putational estimates. A central finding of our study is our prediction that Li+ transport in molten Li2CO3

is fundamentally governed by highly correlated, concerted motion rather than simple, uncorrelated random

hopping, as evidence by our HR estimates that point towards a substantial deviation from the ideal Nernst-

Einstein behavior. Apart from the transient trapping of Li+ by neighboring carbonate cages contributing to

the correlated motion, we also observe a high degree of directional anisotropy in Li+ transport at lower tem-

peratures, as characterized by the fluctuations in oxygen-centered Voronoi cage volumes and computed van

Hove correlation functions. Thus, our results represent a unique temperature-dependent transition in Li+

transport in molten Li2CO3, from highly correlated and anisotropic diffusion at lower temperatures to less

correlated and isotropic diffusion at higher temperatures. Our work also demonstrates the utility of equiv-

ariant graph-based MLIP architectures, such as MACE, which can effectively scale to systems containing

thousands of atoms and reach nanosecond timescales while maintaining near-DFT accuracy, for modelling

molten systems. We hope that the insights gained in this work are useful in the optimization of MCFCs and

for understanding Li+ transport in amorphous Li2CO3-based SEIs.
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